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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 20 - 22 are objected to because of dependency to the canceled claimsl 7 
- 18. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 4, 9 - 12 and 16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Courtney (US 6,385,772). 

Regarding claim 1, Courtney 772 discloses "a wireless surveillance system" 
(i.e. fig. 1), and "one or more video recording means for recording video images" (i.e. 
fig. 1, cameras 12 and 13), and "a motion detection means that generates a warning 
signal" (i.e. fig. 4, col. 7, lines 10 - 53), and "at least one interface module comprising a 
conversion means that converts the video images to transmittable data, and a second 
wireless point to point communication means that transmits the transmittable data from 
the interface module to a handheld portable monitor device" (i.e. fig. 1), and "an alarm 
activation means that transmits an alarm signal to the handheld portable monitor device 
when motion detected by the motion detection means" (i.e. col. 6, lines 64 - col. 7, lines 
53), and "handheld portable monitor device having a first wireless communication 
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means for receiving the transmittable data from the interface module and the alert signal 

from the motion detection means and a conversion and display means " reads on 

"fig. 1, portable device 46, including display 51). 

Regarding claim 2, Courtney 772 discloses, "the portable monitor device is a 

personal digital assistant or similar handheld processing unit " (i.e. fig. 1, portable 

device 46). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Courtney 772 discloses, "interface module includes 
input means for receiving video signal from video cameras" (i.e. fig. 1), and "video 
recording means is a digital camera" (video cameras 12 and 13 are digital, which can be 
coupled to the computer and provides/transmits the captured images to the 
system/processor 22). 

Regarding claim 9, Courtney 772 discloses, "wherein the interface module 
includes processing means programmed with video and audio compression algorithms 
and wherein the portable monitor device incorporates a processor means programmed 
with corresponding audio and video decompression algorithms" (i.e. col. 7, lines 29 - 
37). 

Regarding claims 10-11, Courtney 772 discloses, "the first wireless 
transmission means is a signal receiving means" and "the first wireless transmission 
means is a signal receiving and transmitting means" (i.e. fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 12-16, Courtney 772 discloses, "the second wireless 
transmission means is a signal receiving means" and "the second wireless transmission 
means is a signal receiving and transmitting means" (i.e. fig. 1, 46). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 - 16 and 19 - 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Courtney (US 6,385,772) in view of Thro et al (US 6,037,991). 

Regarding claim 5, Courtney '772 teaches, "a wireless surveillance system 
including one or more video recording means for recording video images and 
transmitting to the system processor" (i.e. fig. 1, cameras 12 and 13). Courtney '772 
preferred, using digital video recording cameras. But fails to explicitly teach "use of 
analog video camera". However using an analog camera accompanying with an A/D 
converter for communicating video images/information are well known and used in the 
prior art of the record as evidenced by Thro '991 (i.e. figs. 1 - 2, cameras 1 1 6 - 1 1 9, col. 
8, lines 10+) and it would consider an obvious alternative design choice to one skilled in 
the art at the time of the invention was made. 

Regarding claim 6, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches, "analog 
to digital A/D converter" (i.e. fig. 2, 201 of thro). 

Regarding claim 7, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches, "a 
wireless communication interface for receiving and transmitting video/audio, therefore 
the "buffering" as claimed would have been obvious over the combined teaching of 
Courtney '772 and Thro '991. 
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Regarding claims 8 - 9, combination of Courtney 772 and Thro '991 teaches the 
claimed limitation "video and audio compression algorithms and decompression 
algorithm" (i.e. fig. 2, col. 8, lines 10+ of Thro, and col. 7, lines 20+ of Courtney). 

Regarding claims 10-13, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches 
the claimed limitation "the first wireless transmission means is a signal receiving means" 
and "the first wireless transmission means is a signal receiving and transmitting means" 
(i.e. fig. 7, 703 - 707 of Thro). 

Regarding claims 14-15, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches 
the claimed limitation "second wireless communication means is integral with the 
interface module" (i.e. fig. 1, 101 and 112 of Thro), and "first wireless communication 
means includes means for transmitting the signals and second wireless communication 
means includes means for receiving signals" (i.e. fig. 1, of Thro). 

Regarding claim 16, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches, "first 
wireless communication means includes means for transmitting the signals and second 
wireless communication means includes means for receiving signals" (i.e. fig. 1, of 
Thro). 

Regarding claims 19-22, combination of Courtney '772 and Thro '991 teaches, 

"voice signal" (i.e. col. 12, lines 9-11 of Thro), and "selection means " (i.e. col. 3, 

lines 48 - 52 of Thro, and col. 6, lines 20+ of Courtney), and "storage means " (i.e. 

fig. 1 , processor 24 of Courtney, and col. 8, lines 20+ of Thro). 

6. Claims 24 - 25, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Courtney (US 6,385,772) in view of Monroe (US 6,392,692). 
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Regarding claim 24, Courtney 772 teaches, "a wireless surveillance system 
including one or more video recording means for recording video images and 
transmitting to the system processor" (i.e. fig. 1, cameras 12 and 13). Courtney 772 
fails to explicitly teach "audio detecting means". However such feature are well known 
and used in prior art of the record as evidenced by Monroe (i.e. col. 15-16, lines 61 - 
27). Therefore, Taking the combined teaching of Courtney and Monroe makes the 
limitation obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made. Doing so 
would improve detection accuracy (col. 16, lines 24 - 25 of Monroe). 

Regarding claim 25, Combination of Courtney and Monroe teaches 
"thresholding" (i.e. col. 16, lines 19 - 25 of Monroe). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 

than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 

from the examiner should be directed to Behrooz Senfi whose telephone 

number is (703)305-0132. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (703)305-4856. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relative to the status of the application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



(703) 872-9314 



B. s. H> . P. 




8/7/2004 



